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2. Expected Respondents
The expected respondents are project

directors and/or managers of all 27
projects; LSAMP graduates who
received program funding and who
earned STEM baccalaureate degrees
between 1992 and 1997; and, faculty,
staff, and student participants at the
three selected case study sites.

3. Burden on the Public
The total elements for this collection

are 308 burden hours for a maximum of
795 participants annually, assuming a
90-100% response rate. The average
annual reporting burden is under 1 hour
per respondent. The burden on the
public is negligible because the study is
limited to project participants that have
received funding from the LSAMP
Program.

Dated: March 11, 2002.
Suzanne H. Plimpton,
Reports Clearance Officer, National Science
Foundation.
[FR Doc. 02–6283 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Advisory Committee for Environmental
Research and Education; Notice of
Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Public Law
92–463, as amended), the National
Science Foundation announces the
following meeting:

Name: Advisory Committee for
Environmental Research and Education
(9487).

Dates: April 3, 2002, 9 a.m.–5:30 p.m. and
April 4, 9 a.m.–2:30 p.m.

Place: Stafford II Annex, Room 555,
National Science Foundation, 4201 Wilson
Blvd, Arlington, VA.

Type of Meeting: Open.
Contact Person: Dr. Margaret Cavanaugh,

Office of the Director, National Science
Foundation, Suite 1205, 4201 Wilson Blvd,
Arlington, Virginia 22230. Phone 703–292–
8002.

Minutes: May be obtained from the contact
person listed above.

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice,
recommendations, and oversight concerning
support for environmental research and
education.

Agenda

April 3

AM
Panel Discussion: Building a Diverse

Workforce in Environmental Science,
Engineering, Education, and Technology
Update on NSF Activities

PM
General Discussion of Outline/Draft

Decadal Plan

Modifications of Outline/Draft Decadal
Plan: Small Group Meetings

April 4

AM
Meeting with Director: (Tentative)
Approval of Specific Modifications to

Outline/Draft Decadal Plan
PM

Trends and Opportunities in Research &
Education: Tom Graedel

Plans for Vetting and Publication of
Decadal Plan and Wrap-up

Dated: March 12, 2002.
Susanne Bolton,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–6282 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–260 and 50–296]

Tennessee Valley Authority; Browns
Ferry Plant, Units 2 and 3;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is considering
issuance of an exemption from Title 10
of the Code of Federal Regulations (10
CFR) Part 50, Appendix G, for Facility
Operating License Nos. DPR–52 and
DPR–68, issued to Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA, the licensee), for
operation of the Browns Ferry Plant,
located in Limestone county Alabama.
Therefore, as required by 10 CFR 51.21,
the NRC is issuing this environmental
assessment and finding of no significant
impact.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action
The proposed action would allow

TVA to apply the methodologies of the
American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) Code Case N–640,
‘‘Alternative Requirement Fracture
Toughness for Development of P–T
[Pressure-Temperature] Limit Curves for
ASME B&PV [Boiler and Pressure
Vessel] Code, Section XI, Division 1,’’
for the Browns Ferry Plant reactor vessel
circumferential welds.

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application dated
August 17, 2001, as supplemented by
letters dated December 14, 2001, and
February 6, 2002.

The Need for the Proposed Action
Appendix G of 10 CFR part 50,

requires that P–T limits be established
for reactor pressure vessels during
normal operating and hydrostatic
pressure or leak-testing conditions.

Specifically, 10 CFR part 50, Appendix
G, states that ‘‘The appropriate
requirements on both the pressure-
temperature limits and the minimum
permissible temperature must be met for
all conditions.’’ Appendix G further
specifies that the requirements for these
limits are the ASME Code, Section XI,
Appendix G, limits.

To address the provisions of
amendments to the Technical
Specifications P–T limits, the licensee
requested in its submittals that the staff
exempt Browns Ferry Units 2 and 3
from the application of the specific
requirements of 10 CFR part 50,
Appendix G, and permit the use of
ASME Code Case N–640. Code Case N–
640 permits the use of an alternate
reference fracture toughness for reactor
vessel materials in determining P–T
limits.

Application of the methodology
specified in Appendix G to Section XI
of the ASME Code for the development
of facility P–T limits may not be
necessary to meet the underlying
purpose of the regulations, which is to
protect the reactor coolant pressure
boundary from brittle fracture. To
satisfy this purpose, the staff had
previously required the use of the
conservative assumptions in Appendix
G to 10 CFR part 50, because the
conservatism was initially necessary
due to the limited knowledge of the
fracture toughness of reactor pressure
vessel (RPV) materials at that time.
Since 1974, additional knowledge has
been gained about RPV materials which
demonstrates that the lower bound on
fracture toughness resulting from the
application of this ASME Code Case
would greatly exceed the margin of
safety required to protect the public and
safety from potential RPV failures.
Exemptions to employ an alternative to
the methodology specified in Appendix
G to Section XI of the ASME Code
which result in the development of less
conservative P–T limits may be granted
by the NRC staff. The use of ASME Code
Case N–640 represents one of these
alternatives.

Licensees may request the use of
alternative methodologies which
continue to meet the underlying intent
of the regulations for many reasons.
Regarding Browns Ferry Plant,
application of the specific requirements
of Appendix G to Section XI of the
ASME Code would result in the need for
the licensee to maintain an
unnecessarily high vessel temperature
during pressure testing which would
have an adverse impact on personnel
safety because of the corresponding
higher temperatures which would exist
inside containment as leakage
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walkdown inspections are conducted.
Further, less restrictive P–T limit curves
based on the application of ASME Code
Case N–640 will enhance overall plant
safety by minimizing challenges to
operators during pressure testing,
heatup, cooldown, and normal power
operation. Thus, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(ii), the underlying purpose
of the regulations will continue to be
served.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The NRC staff has completed its
evaluation of the proposed action and
concludes, as set forth below, that there
are no significant environmental
impacts associated with the use of the
alternative analysis methods to support
the revision of the RPV P–T limits for
the Browns Ferry Plant, Units 2 and 3.

The proposed action will not
significantly increase the probability or
consequences of accidents, no changes
are being made in the types of effluents
that may be released off site, and there
is no significant increase in
occupational or public radiation
exposure. Therefore, there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action does not have a potential to affect
any historic sites. It does not affect
nonradiological plant effluents and has
no other environmental impact.
Therefore, there are no significant
nonradiological environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.

Accordingly, the NRC concludes that
there are no significant environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

Environmental Impacts of the
Alternatives to the Proposed Action

As an alternative to the proposed
action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (i.e., the ‘‘no-action’’
alternative). Denial of the application
would result in no change in current
environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

The action does not involve the use of
any different resource than those
previously considered in the Final
Environmental Statement for the
Browns Ferry Plant, Units 2 and 3,
dated April 1975.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

On February 28, 2002, the staff
consulted with the Alabama State
official, Kirk Whatley, of the Office of
Radiation Control, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

On the basis of the environmental
assessment, the NRC concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
NRC has determined not to prepare an
environmental impact statement for the
proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated August 17, 2001, as supplemented
by letters dated December 14, 2001, and
February 6, 2002. Documents may be
examined, and/or copied for a fee, at the
NRC’s Public Document Room (PDR),
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland. Publicly available records
will be accessible electronically from
the Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS) Public
Electronic Reading Room on the internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams/html.
Persons who do not have access to
ADAMS or who encounter problems in
accessing the documents located in
ADAMS, should contact the NRC PDR
Reference staff by telephone at 1–800–
397–4209 or 301–415–4737, or by e-mail
to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 11th day
of March 2002.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Richard P. Correia,
Chief, Section 2, Project Directorate II,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02–6229 Filed 3–14–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION

Required Interest Rate Assumption for
Determining Variable-Rate Premium;
Interest Assumptions for
Multiemployer Plan Valuations
Following Mass Withdrawal

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.
ACTION: Notice of interest rates and
assumptions.

SUMMARY: This notice informs the public
of the interest assumptions for

multiemployer plan valuations
following mass withdrawal under the
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation’s
regulation on Duties of Plan Sponsor
Following Mass Withdrawal (part 4281).
These assumptions are published
elsewhere but are referenced in this
notice for the convenience of the public.
This notice also informs the public that
announcement of the required interest
rate for determining the variable-rate
premium under the PBGC’s regulation
on Premium Rates is being deferred. The
PBGC plans to announce the required
interest rate well before the variable-rate
premium is due. Interest rates are
published on the PBGC’s Web site
(http://www.pbgc.gov).
DATES: The interest assumptions for
performing multiemployer plan
valuations following mass withdrawal
under part 4281 apply to valuation dates
occurring in April 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harold J. Ashner, Assistant General
Counsel, Office of the General Counsel,
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation,
1200 K Street, NW., Washington, DC
20005, 202–326–4024. (TTY/TDD users
may call the Federal relay service toll-
free at 1–800–877–8339 and ask to be
connected to 202–326–4024.)
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Variable-Rate Premiums
Section 4006(a)(3)(E)(iii)(II) of the

Employee Retirement Income Security
Act of 1974 (ERISA) and § 4006.4(b)(1)
of the PBGC’s regulation on Premium
Rates (29 CFR part 4006) prescribe use
of an assumed interest rate (the
‘‘required interest rate’’) in determining
a single-employer plan’s variable-rate
premium. The required interest rate is
the ‘‘applicable percentage’’ (currently
85 percent) of the annual yield on 30-
year Treasury securities for the month
preceding the beginning of the plan year
for which premiums are being paid (the
‘‘premium payment year’’). Until
recently, that yield figure was reported
in Federal Reserve Statistical Release
H.15.

The Treasury Department has
suspended issuance of 30-year Treasury
securities and, effective February 18,
2002, ceased supplying the Federal
Reserve board with an estimate of the
annual yield on 30-year Treasury
securities for publication in Statistical
Release H.15. As a result of these
changes, the PBGC is consulting with
the Treasury Department on how best to
determine the required interest rate. As
soon as the PBGC determines the
required interest rate to be used in
determining variable-rate premiums for
premium payment years beginning in
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